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Comments on the Condon Wind Project

Draft EIS
Sheila Riewer,
Communications, BPA
KC-7,
George Darr, Project Manager,

Our organization has reviewed your draft EIS for the proposed Condon
Wind project. Our concerns regarding this proposed project, issues with
the draft EIS, and alternative suggestlions are outlined as follows:

I. The likely mortality of birds, bats and other avian species resulting
from the implementation of this project 1s unacceptable.

A. At this time, rather than approving the project as proposed, at most
only a small pilot study wind power generation project should be tem-
porarily, and conditionally, permitted to proceed. This pilot project
should cover no more than five acres and employ turbines spaced 1.5
to 3 times more distant from each other than the proposed alternative.

" The pilot project should be licensed for a period of no more than five
years and should be mandated to accomplish the following:

1. Research the total number of birds, bats, and other avian species
killed, wounded, or otherwise adversely affected by the project and
disclose the results yearly, and/or seasonally.

2. Establish an interdisciplinary team of wildlife biologists (erni-
thologlists, etc.) and wind generatlon research engineers whose mis-
sion and objectives are to design, develop, and deploy wind power
generation turbines which further successfully reduce and minimize
mortality impacts to avian species. This team will explore utilizing
methods and devices which warn and/or deter avian species from the
generation area. Among known options are: 1. visible flagging,

2. sounds beyond the range of human hearing, 3. slgnals detectable
by bats and other avain species, 4. deflection devices, 5. decoys
of predators, etc. This team should also explore alternative devel-
opment of wind generators which do not utllize large revolving
blades. Options which exist include funneled wind-tunnel tubes
(with screening, warning, and/or deflecting devices), as well as
the development of wind veloclty amplifiers and inverters.
II. The continuing sprawl of modern technological socilety's impacts upon
surrounding/outlying natural, rural, agricultural areas must be minimized,
and where possible reversed. In addition to or in lieu of I.A above, BPA
and SeaWest should explore comprehensive research on location utilization
and production--site specific energy production and conservation. Among
viable options are: utilization of solar, wind, and rain power generation
devices at the numerous diverse locatlons of energy need--eg: rooftops,
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gutters, incorporation into build-
ing designs and structures--as well
as energy efficlency, conservation,
and cogeneration--all within the
urban and industrial areas themselves
Need based self sufficient site pro-
ducticn also has the added benefits
of: 1. eliminating the need for much
of the current large grid required :
for energy consolidation and distri-
bution (as well as the inefficient
energy loss due to this), 2. inde- :
pendence from the domino impacts of)
power outages, fallures, limited i
available supply, 3. increasing the
capacity to meet growling power de-
mands which exceed that of the cur-
rent grid systems' ability to deliver,
4. keeping industrial and technologi-
cal impacts within already developed
areas, thus preserving more natural
and rural agricultural areas, 5. min-
imizing the further spread of the
adverse impacts of emfs. ;
III. The draft EIS falls to adequate-
ly and accurately disclose the many
known adverse impacts of electro-mag-
netic fields upon human health (including workers as well as area residents)
the environment, and wildlife species. A supplemental EIS should te issued
which fully discloses this necessary pertinent information, so that both
the public as well as the declsion maker(s) are fully informed as required
by the NEPA. :
IV. The EIS falls to present a comprehensive range of viable alternatives
to the proposed action, including those presented in IA and II above.

In conclusion, we strongly advocate that this proposed project either
be modified to incorporate the above concerns and recommendations, or that
a new comprehensive EIS be completed which addresses the above issues and
brings this proposed project into compliance with the NEPA.
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